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Research Questions
• How are views about police legitimacy, fear of 
crime, and victimization related to public 
perceptions of police use of UAV technology; 
and, how do these effects differ between 
proactive and reactive policing strategies?
• Proactive Policing: Detection and prevention 
of crime and disorder
• Reactive Policing: Responding to calls for 
service
Methods
• National online survey using  
Mechanical Turk 
• A sample of 481 U.S. adults
• May, 2015
UAV Support For Different Policing Strategies
by Fear of Crime 
UAV Support For Different Policing Strategies
by Fear of Crime for Non-Victims and Victims 
UAV Support for Different Policing Strategies
by Perceived Legitimacy for Non-Victims and Victims 
• Citizens are more supportive of UAV use when used for reactive instead of proactive policing.
• UAV support varies by perceptions about police legitimacy, level of fear of crime, and experiences with victimization.
• The impact of perceptions of police legitimacy and fear of crime on UAV support is similar for both victims and non-victims.
UAV Support For Different Policing Strategies
by Perceived Legitimacy 
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